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The meeting was oallrd to order at 10.35 a.m.

AGENDA ITEM8 51 T0 69, 139, 141 AND 145 (¢continued)
GENERAL DEBATE ONALL DISARMAMENT ITEMS
Mr. RODRIG (S8ri Lanka) 3+ An interesting irony presented itself when the
Unitad States-Soviet © UMMt meeting in Moscow coincided with thr convening in New
York Of thr third ® paociad ® rmmion of the General Assembly devoted t0disarmament.
The® ummitmeeting, involving the leaders of thr two moat powerful States in the
wor 1d, represented yrt another pork in a ser ies of developments that have boon hold

up as e n indication of the success that could crown the pursuit of the process

known as "the bilateral approach®, Thethird ® pooial ® oamiondevoted to
disarmament, involving as it did all the States Members of the United Natiuns,
embodied thr "other" process, that of thr multilateral approach.

The third special session devoted to disarmament rightly ® pplrudod the
® ahiovsmontr of the now positive relationship between the United States and the
Soviet Union, a multilateral paean, one might mmy, celebrating a hilatrral
triumph. The United States-Soviet Treaty on the Elimination of Their
Intermediate-Range and Bhortrr-Range Missiles, as a dramatic manifestation of thr
new relationship, was enthusiastically welcomed am the first real, tangible measure
of disarmament, am distinot from mere ¢ rmo e-ntrol or armr limitation. Moreover,
agreements had born reached by the two leaders for the early oonolumion, by their
respoctive States, of a treaty On a 30 per cent reduction in their strateglc
offensive ® rmm, am wrll am for step-by~step negotiations with a vim to the
ultimate ending of tes ting.

A Cow remained skeptical and oven ® pprohonmive that the success attending the

bilateral ® pproaoh oould lead the major Powers to neglect of thr United Nations
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framework and to a further ® romion of multilatera approaches. Nevertheless, the

predominant feeling ¢enerated was one of optimism, and it was hoped that, given the

vamtly improved and encouraging climate, the third ® pooial session devoted to

disarmament oould itself indeed bring forth further positive conclusions, In

® ffeot, the international community, like Oliver Twist, darrd to ark for mo' &.
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However our bowi of @  xpootation was not f illed, and the third special session
devoted t0 dirarmamont oould not 1adle Out clear achievements in the form of agreed
consensus conclusions. This door not moan, however, that the broad, global process
that the third rpeoial session devoted to disarmament advocated and embodied in
itself is to be written off. If time ran out befora a consensus oould be £inally
reached and documented, it murt only mean that the effort murt be continued.

The factors ooming together at the third special session devoted to
disarmament were highly complex and, although the sense of those heotio weeks is
not raoorded in any agreed language, valuable insights were offered both into the
entire array of dirarmament issues and into the factors that help as well as hinder
the purrui t of a genuine sense of interaa tional peaoe and security that would
content all States. Momentous, brwilder ing developments that are still unfolding
came into focus at the third rpeoial session devoted to diearmament. At the very
least, the session was a sobering experience. It forced attention on the
imperativr of international co-operation and revealed the unrealized potential
offered by the United Nation8 for such co-operation. [t alse had to contend
seriously with deeply-ingcained national perception8 of security and, | might add,
insecurity that defined the perimeter8 of such co-operation.

Our consideration of thir year's agenda is bound, in a sense, to be
conditioned by circumstance8 and factors not diasimilar to those in operation
during the third rpeoial session. Nevertheless, the Committee can hardly trudge
along the rut8 of routine and rome changes, in both approach and substance, are
inevitable.

New approaches to our work have been suggesiad. In terms of procedures and
working methodo, we are in your capable hands, 8ir, and my delegation will fully
co-operate With you and your Bureau in this task. we have already reen the careful

advance consultations and preparatiens you have undertaken and the quietly
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efficient manner in which you have guided our work, It augur8 well tohave you in
the Chair. This in a rinoere comment, and | hope | am not violating Rule 110.

The rationalisation of the Committee's work and procedure8 ® hould make
possible a more sensible and economical utilization of the resources, including
time, that are available to it. Such an exercise Wwill prove useful should it help
to provide a more functional and efficent working environment in which we can
address matters Of substance without hindr ance.

A8 regardr United Nations machinery, my delegation weloomes much of the
tentative understandings reached during the third special session devoted to
diearmament, inter alia, on the General Assembly, the Conferenae On Disarmament,
the Dirarmament Commission, the First Committee, the Secretariat's Dapartment for
Dirarmament Aftairs, the Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian ocean an well a8 such
bodies a8 the Seoretary-General’8 Advirory Board on Disarmament Studies and the
United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR)., We would have liked a
stronger role for the Secretary-General. We would have favoured a more definite
assurance of financial support for UNIDIR, and we would like to have seen an
expansion Of the Fellowship Programme on Disarmament .

The understandings reached in Wwor king Group 1II o# the th ird special session
devoted to disarmament were part of a package which, unfortunately, could not be
neatly wrapped up before we fin ished our wor K. It would not be very simple,
therefore, bodily to lift the conclusinns of Working Group IIlI for automatic
adopt ion here. However, | am confident that the tentative conclu~ions reached had
euffiaient support by themselves to stand the teat of independent scrutiny in the
First Committes and to be confirmed again for further action.

Matters Of rubrtance will, of course, prove much more difficult,

The nuclear threat, like death, level8 all states., Yet, unlike death, a

nuclear holocaust is not inevitable and can certainly be aver ted. The two major
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Powers have expressad their conviction that a nuolear war cannot be won gng must
never be vought. They have committed themselves t0 the ultimate ® [amination of
nuoloar weapons. Using other ori ter ta- ® mpharhingmore perhaps the moral

pr inciple than the pragmatio rationale = tho Movement of Non-Aligned Countr ies over
twodecades ago® dvooatedan @ pproaoh whichin® ffeotrenounces nucledar weapons o (
e Mmeans of ¢ N8ur ingsecur ity. The basic premise of the Movement - that the
amassing of arm8 oannotpromote ® ndur ing securi‘v = is impliai tly acknowledged in
the Treaty on the Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles (INF
51 o aly) now being implemented. We donot underestimate the conceptual barciers
that need t0O be overcome, given the doctr inal constraints within whioh security
concer ns have Yeen considered so far. A beginning haSbheen made, however, that
need@our ® vrry ® noourag8ment. The Moscow Summit has ret in motion a fur ther
series Of positive intiatives that augur well.

More oan be @® ohieved, however, if the whole complex of nuoloar issues is
considered Within a wider global framework than has so far been possible.

The Conference on "isarmament, thr role multilateral Aisarmament negotiating
forum, athough consisting of 40 Member States, is of a nature sufficiently
representative to deal with tnhere issues. Regrettably, however, it ha8 not been
possible for the Conference On Disarmament tO ® Xeroi8e the negotiating mandate
entrusted to it in respeot of the vital nuclear item8 on its agenda. No progress
ha8 been made, tor example, on the question of halting the testing of nuclear
weapons,

rhe intent of the 1963 partial test-ban Treaty was eventualy to terminate all
tests rather t han to regul at e and thereby impliei tly condone tenting below a
cer fain threshold. The oa 11 for un iver sal adherenoce to the Treaty on the

Non-Pr old f €r a tion of Nuolear Weapons , whioh Sri Lanka stroengly support@, will be

that mach more powerful, that mich more ® ttraotive to non-parties i# there ocan be
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wider participation in negotiating on nuoloar issues, particularly in respect to
testing. 8ri Lanka will suppor t all efforts to strengthen the non-proliferation
Treaty rdgime and hrlp in progreas towards a comprehensive nuclear-test ban. We
weloome the commencement of stops towards the Third Review Conference of the
Parties to thr non-proliferation Treaty. Sri Lanka has joined Indonesia, Mexico,
Peru, Ver.esuela ond Yugoslavia in requesting a oconference of States parties to the
1963 Treaty tc consider i ta conversion int0 a comprehensive tort-ban treaty as 3
parallel measure t0 multilateral consideration of the issue in the Conference on
Disarmament.

An example of the @ ffioroy of the multilateral appr oach is clearly provided by
the regotiations in the Conference on Disarmament towardr the conclusion of a
treaty t0 ban the development, production, otookpi ling and use of ohomioal
weapons. Issues of groat complexity with wide-ranging implications affecting State
and aven non-State interests are being negotiated in the Conference on Disarmamei.t,
proving the capacity of that multilateral forum, This has in no way detracted from
the considerable b.lateral work the two major chemical-weapons posseasors, Who have
® nnounard important ini tiatives in that reqard. A proposal has born made , with
growing support, for an_ad hog political conterence to take place in Paris early
next year to impart a sanse of urgency and give fresh impetus to negotiations in
the Conference on Disarmament, and to solemnly oonfirm adherence t0 the Geneva
Protocol of 1923.

It woul d be most appr opriatefor the ¥ir st Committee this year towor k for the

adoption by consensus Of a single unified resolution as an unequivocal

international statemrnt against the use of chemical weapons.

Had the Conference Cn Disarmament been ® blw to exercise its negotiating
mandate in respect to thr prevention of an arms race in outer space, tangible

progress an the issue would havs born possible, as has been the case as far as
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chemical weapons are ccnoernrd, The common interest of allhumanity in the

® xPicration and development of outer space for peaceful purposes has long since
been recognised and should be the basis on which the future of that environment
must be seoured. The accelerated progress in space technology, while opening up
virtually unlimited horizons, should not be permitted to lead to a transformation
of this last frontier into yet another ® O+XOOIMOO® for armed confrontation. While
the existing legal réoime gpplicable to outer space has served an undeniable
function, the dramatic pace of te:hwological developments has exposed certain
dangrrs that were not perhaps @ arlirr foreseen, The recognition that the régime
cannot by itself guarantee the prevention of an arms race in cuter space must lead

us to consolidate and reinforce that régime through a concerted international

effort.

Wi th the suppor t and encouragement of the non-aligned Sta tee in this
Commi ttee, Egypt and Sri Lanka have in the last f ew years present ed a draft
resolution aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space and at promoting the
developmont of Its reaches exclusively for peaceful purposes. Accordingly, my
delegation will be submitting a draft to the Committee and, as in the past, we

would be happy to consider suggestions from al delegations with a view to securing

the brcadeet possible extent of acceptance, if not consensus.




AE/rv A/C. 1/43/pVv,17
11

(Mr. Rndrigo,Sr i Lanka)

Another disarmament initiative of special concern to Sri Lanka in which
consensus has been sought, and in this case achieved, is in respect of the
declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace. The States of the Indian Ocean
region met in 1979 and adopted seven principles of agreement for the implementation
of the declaration. Among those principles are the non-use of force,
non-interference in the internal affairs of states, the peacefil settlement of
disputes, and the freedom of peaceful navigation. A decision was taken by
consensus in 1979 to convene a conference on the Indian ocean in Colombo, st i
Lanka, to achieve the objectives of the declaration. Regrettably, the conference
has had to be postponed repeatedly, A new target date not later than 1990 has now
been accepted by consensus, and work on matters Of substance, as well as procedure
relating to the conference, is proceeding satisfactor ily. As the report of the
Ad Hoc Committee will be considered separately, | will not go into detail on that
matter, but | felt that T should mention this exercise in CONSeNsUS because we have
now reached the important point of putting that consensus into action.

Notwithstanding the priority accorded to negotiations on nuclear disarmament,
the grave danger8 posed by the uninhibi ted escaba tion in the production,
sophistication, acquisition and illega transfer of conventiona weapons need to be
addressed. The transfer of arm8 to irregular group8 threatening the security and
stability of small non-aligned countr ies is a particular phenomenon that requires
to be halted through global or regional measures.

My delegation ha8 chosen to concen trate on just a few i terns onour agenda,
partly because of our specia interest in them, hut more so because they all
require gpproaches which would need to take into account the interests of all,
Principles advocated by the group of non-aligned countries for over two decades are
now being Vvindicated through their practical application. The important thing for

humanity is that a start ha8 indeed been made by the two most power ful Sta tea to
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conceive of and build securi ty by means other than the amass ing of arms . Wwhat
flows from this is that viable security would need to take into account not merely
military aspects but also economic, social and environmental compulsions.
Negotiations on such matters of universal concern must ripple out to include all
Sta tes.

I end my statement by paraphrasing in a few sentences what the head of my
delegation, Foreign Minis trr Hameed of Sri Lanka, said last month at a plenary
meeting of the General Assembly. He sai d that the imperative for international
co-operation appl i es to poll tioal and securi ty issues, to economic and
o ETXOHEOmeISe issuesand tosocial and humanitarianissues. A rguments and appeals
based on justice, morality and compassion and on the injunctions of the United
Nations Charter have been aavanced buat, unfoctunately, have not always been
heeded. If these need a:., .urther justification, he said, there is the pragmatic
logic of necessity = the compulsion of mutual interest, We are all links in a
chain of human and nationa interdependence. The prospect for human survival and
development will only be as strong a8 the weakest link in that chain.

Mr. KARHILO (Finland) s Mr. Chairman, the delegation of Finland welcomes
your effort8 towards the rationalization of the work of the First Committee. Both
the more effective use of the limited time available and improvements in the
organization of the substantive WOr K, including the agenda itself, are necessary if
we are to have a better chance of reeking common ground to work o, whenever
possible., Consensus is basically an expression Of political will and should
thrrefore never become a victim of ineffective organization of work.

This year - a8 indeed already iastyear - the overall situation in the
disarmament field is one of solid hope: solid in the sense that the Treaty be tween

the United State8 of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the
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Elimination of their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles = the INF
Treaty - the first-ever agreement to provide for actual nuclear disarmament, has
been duly ratified and its implementation is proceeding well; hope in the sense
that the INF Treaty is but a beginning and should become the first step in a
process leading to a lesser role for weapons, whether nuclear or convencional, in
the maintenance of international peace and security.

Of course, such a sanguine assessment of the overall situation is necessarily
based on progress achieved in the bilateral United States-Soviet negotiations.
Multilateral disarmament negotiations, which, after all, should be the principal
focus of this Committee, have no comparable results to show. This should be our
common concer n.

Addressing the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, the Prime Minister of Finland spoke of a twin crisis that multilateral
disarmament on a global scale appears to be undergoing. One is a crisis of
confidence, and the other is a crisis of credibility. As he said, the two are not
unrelated. There seems to be less confidence in multilateral negotiations as a
means of addressing global security concerns through disarmament. And when there
is less confidence less is achieved. And when less is achieved credibility
suffers. A vicious circle has been created.

The third special session on disarmament was a serious effort to break out of
that vicious circle. Unfortunately the expectations regarding the outcone did not
materialize, and the session could not reach consensus on a comprehensive final
document. We sincerely regret that, but do not want to judge the usefulness of the
session on that ground. It has to be recognised that differences were narrowed on
a number of important subjects in the course of the session. We welcome that. The

deliberations of this Committee will show whether those elements of rapprochement

can be translated in to consensus language of a kind that constitutes progress.
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We also recognize that the third special aeaaion provided an opportunity for
State8 to raise, at a high political level, issues which they deem important and
worthy of conaidrration in a global context.

Finland felt ail along that the third special session should have paid
partionlar attention to iaauer which have olearly grown in global impnortance since
the fir at special session and on which the final document of that session is
clearly inadqua te. That is what the term "forward-~looking® meant, and means, to
us. We called for, and tocuaad on, conventional disarmament, oontidenoo-building
measures, Naval disarmament and the enhanarment of the r ol € of tha United Yations
in disarmament.

On naval armamenta and disarmament, Finland, together with Indonesia and
Sweden, presented a working paper outlining r nver al examples of contidenoe-building
meaaurea in that area. We will continue to aeuk aupport for thoae auggeationa
within the United Nations context. This is why we are again co-sponsor ing a
reaolution on this subject.

As regards the role of the United Nation8 in disarmament, we continue to
believe that verification is one area where our Organization could usefully assist
Member Sta tee. With this in mind we ace co-aponsoring a verification reaolution,
the adoption of which by consensus would mean a significant step forward. Ana
first step, we would welcome an in-depth study of a vet ifica tion role for the
United Nations. In our view, such a study should, among other things, examine the
idea of establishing a vet ification data base, to be compiled and managed by the
Secretar lat. Am deliberations at the United Nation8 Disarmament Commission and at
the third special sear ion have shown, the data-base idea en joys wide auppor t among

Member Sta tea.
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In an increasingly intertwined world, a eobrr and realistic multilatera
approach to disarmament has become more and more important. The multilateral
approach is necessary if we as the international community want to have an
ef fective ban an chemical weapons, if we want to monitor in order to ensure that no
nuclear tes ta are conducted anywhere, if we want to make progress in limiting and
reducing conventional weapons, and if we want to prevent an arms ram in outer
space,

Concrete progress in the form of international agreements on any of thore
issues would be the beet riposte to the claim that multilateraism in disarmament
doer not work. It is the only way to break out of the vicious circle of little
confidence and few results.

In our view, a conventian effectively banning all chemical weapons everywhere
for all time is the moat urgent item on the multilateral disarmament agenda.

Finland is deeply troubled over the recent use of chemical weapons in and
around the war between Iran and Iraq. The reasons for our concern are clear: the
use of chemical weapons is a grave violation of international law as defined in the
Geneva Protocol of 1925, Repeated use of chemical weapons undermines the authority
of the Protocol to the ultimate detriment of the security of all States. If belief
in the military utility of these weapons were to gain ground, the proliferation of
chemica 1 weapons would he all the harder to prevent. But prevented it must be. We
are convinced that chemical proliferation, just like nuclear proliferation, does
not solve the secur ity problems of any State, It only aggravat e8 them.

Chemical proliferation is a grave threat to international security also in the
light of the widening availability of missile technology, The spectre of

| ong- range chemica warfare should be everyone's concern.
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In our view, the beat and certainly the mort effective means of dealing with
t he menace ofthe recurrent useofchemical weaponr and of their proliferationis
rapidly to aonalude the negotiationr on a chemical weaponr aonven tion under way at
the Conference On Disarmament in Geneva. The objective of prohibiting these
despicableweaponsis ® ndorred by all Stateswithout excepti on. Numerous (r af t
rerolutionr adopted by consensus in this Committee attest to that. The
negotiations in Geneva are at an advanoed stage. The objective is realizable. The
urgency of the problem is manifest. This is the opportunity to rhow that
multilateralism works.

Finland, athough not a member of the Conference on Disarmament, has taken an
active interest in the chemical weaponr negotiations, and particularly in the
complex vet ification requirements of the future convention. Our lung-etanding
research effort into various verification methods aims at l\ying a solid,
scientifically tested basis for the procedures required to ensure confidence in the
aonvention. The results of our research are freely avalable to al thoae
interested in them.

As | have already indicated, the rapid conclusion of a chemical weapone
convention comes f irst in our priori ties. At the same time, Finland is ready to
participate in any complementary international effort to uphold the authority of
the Geneva Protocol and to discourage t he proliferation of chemical weapons.
Therefore, Finland welcomes whole-heartedly the initiatives made at this seassion by
the Presidents of the United States and France regarding the strengthening of the
Geneva Protocol. It is Our intention to give a positive reply to the invitation by

the Government of France to attend an ad__hoc conference in Par is next January,
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Another basis for aomplemrntrry ration is r esol uti on 42/37 €, adopted by
consensus las t year. That resolution provides a procedure for inveatigating
reports of the possible use of chemiaal weapons, The importanae of developing that
procedure was Widely recognized at the third special session of the General
Asmembly devot ed to disarmament, Recent events show that chor e is a particular
need to develop it further SO as t o0 secure the full, and evenautomatio,
co-operation of Member States with the Secre tary-General in carrying Out
investigatione of alleged use of chemical weapons,

The accumulation of conventional arms and forces oonrtitutes a real threat to
international peace. These weapons, wh ich are subject to rapid teohnologiaal
development and whose destructive capacity iS increasing at an aoaelerating pace,
are actually being used in various parts of the world. The conventional-arms race
mumt be addressed both globaly and regionaly. Europe offers new and promising
prospectsint hat respect. In Europe, within the framework of the Conference on
Security and Co-operation in Europe, important results in the area of
confidence-building and security-building measures have been achieved. The
successful implementation of those measures would pave the way for negotiations to
reduce oconventional arms and forces in the region.

Nuclear disa-mament is the primary responsibility of those who possess nuclear
arms, Preventing nuclear war is the responsibility of all of us. All ¢2 us can
and should contribute to preventing nuclear war by preventing the proliferation of
nuclear weapons. Adhering to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons is the means for doing that -

In our view, the non-proliferation Treaty and the International Atomic Energy

Agenoy (IAEA) safeguards régime are vital for International security. They need to

he preserved, indeed strengthened. Meaaures to that end should be the focus of the
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1990 review conference. A numbrr of such measures were outlined in a memorandum
which Finland together with the other Nordic coun tr ies presented to the third
special session On disarmament, Those mearurer include acceptance by al |

non=nuclear~weapon Stater Of full-scope |IAEA safeguards as well as measures toO

assure the long-term supply of nuclear mater ial, ® quipmont and technology in a
predictable manner with appropriate non-proliferation assurances. We urge that
such measures be ser iourly conridered.

The intrrnational non-proliferation régime would, in our view, be strengthened
by the complete prohibition of nuclear tests. The technical obstacles ta i ts
verification have for all practical purporer been overcome. \We bel iave that the
Conference on pisarmament, as the single multilateral dirarmament negotiating body
of the international community, is the appropriate forum for dealing with thir
issue, After all, the nuclear-teat ban is the £ irst i tem on the agenda of the
Conferonce, and all five nuclear-weapon States are represented in the Conference.

We are convinced that many arpectr of a future teat-ban treaty could be
elaborated at the Conference on Diearmament, even in the abeence of formal
negotiationa. There is no rhort out to a test ban. Work is needed, etapecialy on
the or itically important verification provisions, Here the Group of Scientific
Experts, With active Finnish participation, plays an indirpeneable r ol e in

developing and testing the neceedary technical procedures,
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We note the fact that the s tage-by-s tage negot la tions on nuclear testing
issues now under way between the Soviet Union and the United States are making
signi f icant progress. However, the multilateral approach to the issue of nuclear
tests remains as valid and vital au before. But if the bilateral approach brings

interim results, such as reductions in the number and yield of nuclear tests, we

should al wecome them.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee has thua far been addreared by three former

Chairmen, and it is always a apecial pleasure for me to introduce one of my
predecessors. Again such a moment has arrived, for | have the great pleasure of
welcoming back to the Committee and calling on Ambaaaador Tom Vraa lsen of Norway,
who was the Committee's Chairman in 1983 and to whom all of us owe a special debt
of gratitude, for it was under his chairmanship that the clusterirq system of
voting used by the Committee waa started.

Mr. VRAALSEN (Norway): Thank you, mr. Chairman, for your vrry kind
words. It is indeed a privilege for me to addreea the First Committee under your
chairmanship, | should like to extend to you my moat sincere congratulations upon
your election to the high office of Chairman, | know you very wall, and | feel
confident that with your experience snd your diplomatic skill and wiedom you will
be able to bring the challenying task ahead of us in the Committee’s work to a
successful conclusion. | would also express my hope that during your chairmanship
we can take the rationalization of the Committee’'s work one step further. Nobody
is better qualified than you to do just that,

1 also congratulate the other officers of the Committee on their election,
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Norway had hoped that the recent positive develoments in bilatera and
regional dirarmament and arms aontrol forums would facilitate conrenrur on a
substantive concluding document from the third opeoial session of the General
Assembly drvoted to dirarmament. Although that unfortunately was not the case, we
should not over look the fact that a thorough and cons truotive debate on the whole
range of dirarmament isswes took plaoe, narrowing differences of viw on many
important quer tions. In our opinion that rhould provide a good basis for further
work on multilateral dirarmament issues.

In the field of bilateral arms aontrol, the momentum generated by the
conclusion of the Treaty on the Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range
Missiles - the INF Treaty - has aontinued and gives hope for drastic reductions in
the field of strategic nuclear weapons as well. Although the laot summit meeting
between Prraident Reagan and General sacretary Gorbachev in Moscow did not result
in an agreement reducing strategioc nuclear arrenalr, considerable progress has,
after all, been made. The major elements of v Strategic Arms Reduction Talks
(START) agreement seem t0 be at hand. It is our hope that the procers s tarted by
the INF Trraty will be purrued and that the negotiator a will be able to overcome
the remaining obrtacler and reach agreement on a sustainable régime of mutual
rertraint and preservation of the anti-balbistic-missile Treaty signed in 1972.
That Treaty is in our view one of the corner-stones of the bilateral effores on
arms control,

We must also ensure that the limitations agreed upon would not shift the
military confrontation to new categories of weapons in other areas. My Government
is therefore particularly pleased that the parties have agreed to negotiate
limitations Oon nuclear-armed cruise nissiles at sea.

The INF Treaty and the prospects of further significant reduction8 in nuclear
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® rrenaim underroore the current imbalance between East and Weat in the conventional
field. The militacy rituation in Burope har long been marked by distrust. It is
therefore encouraging that the European States whoae military force2 bear most
directly upon the security rituation in Europe are drafting a mandate for new
negotiation8 on conventional stahility. The 23 membere of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organisation and the Warsaw Pact have agreed that the objective of the new
negotiationa should he to eliminate the capahility for eurprire attack and
large-scale offensive action. Conventional stability in Europe muet he enhanced by
removing asymmetries and reducing the mort th:-atening categories of forces t0 the
lowert possihle level.

We are encouraged by the progrerr in the talks in Vienna on a mandate for new
negotiationa on conventional stability. The remaining issues in Vienna do not seem
to be insurmountable. Wwe are optimistic that new negotiations may soun be opened.

In @ number of regions, world wide, conventiona ware continue to ocause
tremendour human sufferings and devastation, while considerable and scarce economic
resources are diverted from urgent development needs to military purposes. We
believe that the European experience in developing confidence- and
security-huilding measures and limitations on armed forces might well e erve as an
inspiration for similar measures in other parts of the world.

The third follow-up meeting with regard to the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe, which is being held in Vienna, is now approaching the end
of its recond year. Important progress has heen made, which giver hope of an early

agreement on a balanced concluding document.
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The neutral and non-aligned countries have made very important contributions
to that end. The improved East-West Situation and the reform policy in the Soviet
Union and othrr Eastern European States alro give hope for an early conclusion of
that Vienna meeting, The optimistic tone of the meeting between the foreign

ministers of the two super-Powers in wWashington in late September gives renewed

hope that glasnost and perestroika have also become part of the Vienna negotiations.

Throughout the Vienna roview meeting we have been an ardent supporter and
advocate of a balanced and rubstantfa 1 concluding document, The draft concluding
document preaented by the neutral and non-aligned countries seems to us to reflect
the necessary balance between al major items on the agenda of the Confsrence on
Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) fairly closely.

A global, comprehensive and effectively verifiable convention on chemical
weapons is a priority issue in Norwegian disarmament policy. Norway is committed
to doing its utmost to contribute to the negotiations on a wor Id-wide ban on those
insidious weapons in the Conference on Disarmament. The rolling text of the
chemiaa |-weapons convention, which has been submitted to this session of the
Goner a Assembly, reflects the advanced stage of those negotiations. The
convention is now within reach, Every ef fort ahould therefore be made to conclude

the convention at the earliest possible date, However, there remain complicated

problema, and they cannot be ignored.
1999 will be a crucia and decisive year for the negotiations on the

chemical-weapons convention, Political impetus is therefore needed in order to

accelerate the search for effective solutions, and we believe that this session of

the General Assembly can help to make fur thee headway. With that objective in

mind, the Committee should strongly encourage the Conference on Disarmament to

pursue its negotiations a8 a matter of urgency.
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The urgent need f Or a global, comprehensive ban har been dramatically
underlined Dy the very sad rrportm on the recent use Of chemical weapons, We
rtrongly condemn any use of chemical weapons, and we apprrl to al States to remain
oommittrd to thr Geneva Protoaol of 1925, It is imperative that rvrry possible
effort be madr to put an rnd to thr use of those woaponr of mass destruction, which
ate® mendonly to nuaear weaponsintheir lethality.,

We welcome thr proposals made by the United States and France to hold an
inlernational conference on the 1925 Geneva Protoool. we are qrateful that the
French Government har decided to convene ruah a oconference of States parties to
that Protooel in Paris, from 7 to 11 January 1989, and that it has invited other
interested States. The Geneva Protoool provides thr foundation for the
negotiations Oon a complete ban on chemical woaponr, Such a conference in Par is
rhould therefore alro serve as another meanr of highlighting the urgenoy of a
global convention on thr prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons and of
promoting the negotiations towardr that rnd. Important as it is to reinforce thr
Geneva Protocol, our primary goa murt be to finalize a global, comprehensive
convention ridding the world of these abhorrrnt weaponsa.

For 7years now, Norway, which is the candidate of the Western Group for
memher ship in the Conference on Dirarmament, har undertaken extensive research on
the quertion of ver ifica tion of the aleged use of chemica 1 weapons., That research
programme was initiated in connection with Norway's participation in the
neqotia tions on the chemica 1-weapons convention , and thankr to the extensive nature
of that research programme we aso hope to be in a position to make eubstant ialand
specific contribution6 to an international conference on the Geneva Protocol.

In view of the inoreased threat of further proli feration of chemical weapons,

Norway has imposed export restrictions on 13 agents that can be used to make
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chemical weapons. Non-proliferation efforts are, however, only temporary measures
and partial solutions to a problem that can only be solved by means of a global,
compr ¢hens ive convent ion.

A comprehensive nuclear-test ban is a priority and ling-standing issue on the
international disarmament agenda. Such a ban would provide an effective means of
preventing further horizontal and vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons. In
addition, it would enhance the ongoing efforts towards nuclear disarmament.
Against that background the Conference on Disarmament should initiate substantive
work on specific and interrelated issues connected with a comprehensive
nuclear-test ban, issues such as scope, verification and compliance. Those are
issues that, at any rate, need to be dealt with in detail prior to the conclusion
of a test-ban treaty.

That would further represent an extension of the valuable work that is being
carried out in the Group of Scientific Experts. The activities of that Group are
related to the development of a global seismic network, which would play a central
role in an international verification system for a comprehensive test ban. One of
the Group’s tasks is to undertake a large-scale international experiment on the
exchange of seismic wave-form data. That experiment will provide valuable
experience that can be used in the ongoing work on designing a modern,

international, seismic-data exchange system based on the rapid exchange of large

volumes of seismic data.

A global verification system must take advantage of rapid technological
developments in seismic instrumentation, data communication and computer
processing. An effective system of that kind would deter States from conducting

clandestine nuclear tests and provide assurance that earthquakes are not

misinterpreted as nuclear explosions.



JB/7 A/C.1/43/PV.17
31

(Mr. Vraalsen, Norway)

Norway will focus its continued research efforts on improving the capabilities
for seismic verification using regional array stations. The establishment of the
two modern reqional arrays, NORESS and ARCESS, in southern and northern Norway
respectively should be seen in this context. The results of the operation of those
two arrays have demonstrated that regional arrays with densely deployed Seismic
sensors can match and even surpass the detection performance of traditional larger
arrays. On this basis, Norway has proposed that the global seismic network should
incorporate the establishment of regional arrays wherever possible.

Norway hopes that the United States and the Soviet Union, having completed the
Joint Verification Experiment, will without delay complete their negotiations on
the verification protocols to the threshold test-ban Treaties of 1974 and 1976,
thus making possible the ratification of these two Treaties. That would represent
a limited but positive step in the right direction. The development of the
bilateral negotiations should also stimulate the multilateral process towards a
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty.

Twenty years ago, a wvery important multilateral nuclear-arms-control treaty
was signed. The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, of 1968, has
contributed to safeguarding international peace, strengthening the security of
States and promoting international co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy. My Government considers it essential that the review conference to be held
in 1990 should have a successful outcome. It is an important task for the
Committee to initiate that process.

At this session of the General Assembly, Norway intends to introduce a draft
resolution on the holding of the third review conference of the Parties to the
sea-bed arms control Treaty in 1989. The importance of that Treaty arises from the

fact that it prohibits nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction on the

sea-bed and in the subsoil thereof.
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There is a pressing need to ensure that t he armr race is not extended to outer
space. Outrr space murt be preserved exalurivrly for peaceful purposes, and it
murt be utilized in a way that promotes the scientific and economic development of
all nations,

Efforts to prevent an arm8 race in cuter apace rhould be pursued on a
bilateral and a multilateral basis, since such efforts are complementary. In the
multilateral area, thr United Nationr and the Conference on Diearmament have an
instrumental role to play. Since i ts thirty-eighth session, the General Arrembly
has adopted a ringle rerolution on arms control in outer apace every year. That
praatioe rhould be followed up at the prerent session, That renolution hae
provided impetur to the efforts in the Conference on pisarmament to examine and
identify issues relevant to the prrvention of an arms race in outer space, In
their first phase, those efforts should be aimed at eotablirhing a common
understanding and definition8 of the scope and specific objectives of multilateral
efforts in that field.

Disarmament and arms control agreements should provide for adequate and
effective measures Of verification satisfactary to all parties concerned in order
to create the necereary confidence and to eneure that they are being observed by
all par tier. The verification measures require the employment of different
techniques, such as national and international technical measures and international
procedurea, including on-rite inspection. The convergence of views on the subject
of verification that was confirmed at the third special session devoted to
dirarmament this summer was a very positive development. However, the multilateral
aspects of verification deserve further in-depth consideration, Against this
baakground, we rupport the proposal to undertake a United Nations study of the role
of the United Nations in the field of verification of acme limitation and

disarmament agreements,
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Disarmament is closely related to security and therefore oannot take place in
a politics 1 vacuum. Security is not, however, dependent on military faotorm
alone. A broader concept of secur ity encompasses poll tical, economic, ecologicwl,
social, human rights and humanitarian aspeota.

This br oader security concept was highlighted in the Fina Dooument of 1last
year's |nternational Conference on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Development, It waa also a key element in the report of the World Commission on
Environment and bevelopment. It is vital, in our view, that we retain that broader
concept of security in the further dirarmament process.

The active and ruccersful role played by the united Nation8 in settling
regional disputes and conflicts has given all of us new hope foOr progrerr in other
area8 of multilateral co-operation, above all in the field of disarmament and armr
limitation.

Norway remains convinced that multilateral disarmament must be pursued as an
essential part of the overall disarmament process, Arm8 control and ditaarmament
are matters of global concern. We believe that the United Nations has an important
role to play in initiating, supporting and supplementing diaarmament negotiations
in other multilateral, regional and bilateral forums., There should be a close
corruepcndence between the global discussion on disarmament issues and bilateral
negotiations., Developmenta in each of theee area8 will reinforce developments in

each of the others.

Mr, PIBULSONGGRAM (Thailand) s+ It givesme great pleasure to extend to

you, Sir, our warmest congratulations on your election as Chairman of the First

Committee . Wwe are fully confident t hat your long years of experience in the

disarmament field, comb’ned with your outatanding diplomatic skills, will chart an

efficient and successful course for our work, My delegation pledger its full
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support and co-operation tO you in your endeavourr to make thr work of thr

Committee % e uooeam.
V\& are onthethresholdof a new era, We are in a period of renewed hope for
peace. A transition period towards What Air Chief Marrhal siddhi Savetsila,

Minister of Foreign Af *airs of Thailand, has called "anew Wwor |l d order of peace and

justice®, This session is therrforr being hold at a time of great importance. The

world har now ocaught a glimpre of some positive developments. e welcome the
signing and rrtifioation of the Treaty between the United sStates of America and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republios on the Elimination of Their Intrrmrdiate-Range

and Shorter-Range Missiles. We see this Treaty am a major step towards the halting

of the armr race.
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In addition, the ongoing negotiations between the two super-Powers towards
implementation of a 59-per-cent reduction in strategic offenrive weapons have
further ® trengthened our sensecfoptimism, My delegation hoper that both sides
will oontinue to work tirelessly towards the achievement of general and aomplete
diearmament. Let us make sure that recent achievementa will give further impetus
to eubetantiveprogress inthe wholerange Of present and future bil ateral and
multilateral negotiations on armr aontrol and dirarmament.

The new international at nonpher e and the regained prertige of the United
Nationr should lead to the revitalization of the multilateral negotiations on
dirarmament atfaire. Thalland oontinuourly supports efforts aimed at strengthening
the role of the United Nations in the field of dirarmament, We believe that the
United Nationr murt play a central role in this r phere and assiet the international

aommunity in purruing the ultimate goa of genera and aomplete disarmament. We

live in an interdependent and interconnected Wor | d. Bilatera diplomaay and
mul tilat eral diplomacy rhould complement and aupport one another . Each of us har
the responsibility to maintain and support the arms control and dirarmament process.

International verification is today recognized as a fundamental element in
disarmament agreements. The possible role of the United Nations in the verification
process of future agreementr derervee enc~ragement. Effective verification
procedures must be agreed upon to ensure that arms control and disarmament are
observed .

Turning to ahemical weapons, my delegation remains concerned with recent
reports regarding the use of such weapons in certain parts of the world. Thailand
reaffirmr its strong opposition to the production, development, stockpiling and uee
oft here weapons inanycircumstances. The effective prohibition of ahemical

weapon8 ielongover due. My delegation believer that every of f ort muet be made to
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® ohieve an early oonolurion of the global oonvention on a ban that would save
future generationr from the horror end ® uffering inflioted by chemical weapons.

My delegation therefore urger the Conferenae on Dirarmament to aontinue the
negotiationr on ahemioal weapons as a matter of the highert priority and to exert
the maximum effort in order to reaoh <& @ olution to thr outstanding problems.

My delegation joins with all those ocountries whiah have repeatedly exprerred
the imperative need for full aomplianae with the obligationr enbodi ed in the Geneva
Pr ot ouol of 1925inthe abrenoe of a oomprehenrive ban,

The call for an international oonferonae on ahemiaal weapone is an important
initiative, we hope that the aonferenae will provi de an impetus for the
negotiationr in Geneva to reach an earl|y oonolurion on the aomprehenrive-ban treaty.

This year marks the 25th anniverrary of the signing of the Treaty on a partia
test ban. It isregrettabl e tonote that nuol ear - weapon tests aontinue to take
place today and that a aomprehenrive nuclear-test-ban treaty has not yet been
aonaluded. My delegation believer that euah a treaty woul d contribute towards thb
termination of the development, improvement and production of more rophirtioated
and lethal nuolear weapons.

This year alro marks the 20th anniverrary of the signing of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear weapons (NPT) . My Government reaffirms onae again its
endorrement of, and commitment to, that instrument. Al though nuclear disar mament
is primarily the rerponribility of the nuclear-weapon states, nuclear war is a
threat to humankind as a whole. The international community must continue to do
its beat to prevent the rpread of ruoh weapons. My delegation calls on States
whiah have yet to beaome parties to the NPT t0o dO so. We bel ieve that the fourth
revi ew conference of States parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty in 1990 will

provide an important opportunity to evaluate i ts implementation and to examine wayr
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and means to improve end strengthen the non-proliferation régime.

My delegation believes that the establishment of zoner of peaae invar ious

regions Of the world would aontr ibute to regional am well as international peace

and security,

Thailand and the other members of the Amrociation of South East Asian Nationsa
(ASEAN) are working towards the realization of the zone of peace, freedom and
neutrality in South-East Asia. We are convinced that the ertablinhment of such a
zone will be possible only after the complete withdrawal of foreign forcer from
Kampuchea and through the full co-operation of regional states, together with an
assurance from the major Powers that they will f Or go rivalries in South-East Asia.

ASEAN is alro examining the possibility of establishing a South-Eart Asian
nuclear-weapon-free zone. My delegation rupportr the concept of a
nucleac-weapon-free zone in principle as an important dirarmament measure
sanctioned by the United Nations. The ertablirhment of an effective and
enforceable nuclear-weapon-free zone in South-East Asia, comprising all States in
the region and contributing to regional &s well as international peace and
security, is our aspiration, Such a zone rhould be established when we are cer ta in
that exieting circumatancea will allow it to enhance regional and international
peace and secur ity. The timing of ite establishment is therefore very important.

A nuclear-weapon-free zone murt not, in any way, Create or contr ibute to an
asymmetrical eituation.

Prior to the eetabliehment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South-Eaet Asia we
rhall consider very carefully its political as well as other implications. We
shall take iNto oconsideration the problems and circumetancrs surrounding exieting

nuclear-free areas and environmentn, namely Antarctics, Latin America, the South
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Pacific, the sea-bed and outer space. We shall study the proposals for the

establishment of nualear-weapon-free zones in other regions. We rhall alro

oonaider the legi tima te inter es ts Of al Sta tee concer ned , including nuclear-weapon
States,

A nuolear-weapon-free zone may indeed help to increase mutual confidence among

the States conoer ned. However, a degree of mutual confidence must exist beforehand

ao that a nuolear-weapon-free zone may build upon it. In South-East Asia, the
Kampuohean problemremains an oba tacle. A 1lasting political settlement of that
problem would be likely to create, among al States in South-East Asia, the degree
of confidence that is required before a region-wide discusaion of the poasibility

of establishing a South-East Asia nuclear-weapon-free zone could be initiated.
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The prevention of an arms race in outrr ® paoo is an important question of
univer saloonaer N. Qutrr rpace murt not become an arena for an arms race. |t is
of the utmost importance that the sanotity of out er space be preserved. Outer
space should be used exclusively f Or praoeful purporer. 1ts resources should be
considered am the common heritage of mankind.

Though fully aware that nuolear war poses the gravert threat to the survival
of humankind, we must never overlook the importance of oonventional disarmament .
Today, modern conventional weapons are being used in regional confliets, which
olearly threatenr regional am well am international peace and security. There is
an urgent need to bring t he conventionzl-arms race under more effective control.
My dalegation strongly feels that oonventional dirarmament is an essential element
of general and oomplete diearmament, and that due attention should be accorded to
it.

Another area of particular concern to us is growing military expenditure.
Such expenditure in the world today , now reaching $1 trillion, constitutes a heavy
burden on the economies of every nation, especially the economies of developing
countries, Success in disarmament would make more funds available for economic
development. Aaa a developing country, Thailand is very oonoerned about the
diversion of precious financial, mater ial and human resources from development and
welfare to armament. We believe that disarmament and development are intimately
linked, Thur, we hope that members of the international community will participate
in the Programme of Action formulated at the International Conference on the
Relationship Between Dirarmament and Development.

My delegation shares the concern of the African States about the dumping of
dangerous toxic and nuclear wastes in Africa. We hope the international ocommuni ty
will consider measures ta monitor the tranrboundary movement of these hasardour

wastes,



mM8/9 AlC. lﬁ; 3/pv. 17

(Mr, Pibulrongar am, Thailand)

The rirst Committee har been entrusted with the responsibility t0 deal with
issues Whioh atfect our very survival, Letus dl work together to reinforce and
inorease the ® Xirting momentum towards general and complete disarmament. |t is the
ardrnt hope of my delegation that the deliberations On these crucial issues in the

weeks to oomr Will proceed in a epirit of full co~operation and a sense of genuine
oollrotivr commitment directed towards finding oommon ground ® oaeptable to all
member States. For its part, the Tha dolegation wishes to pledge its strong
support for and co-omeration with you, 8ir, in the performance of your complex and

ahallonging duties.

Mr . ORAMAS OLIVA (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish)I| Let me, 8ir,

convey to You my delegation's congratulationr on your election to the chairmanship
of the Firrt Committee for the forty-third session of the Genera Assembly. Your
® |ootion reprsrentr well-deserved recognition of Canada's role in dirarmament and,
it must be said, of your own meritorious work in that regard.

I wish alro to congratulate the Vice=Chairmen and the Rapporteur, and to pay a
tribute to the statf of the Department for Dirarmament Atfairs. | assure the~ al
that they oan oount on the eupport and co-operation of "-he Cuban delegation,

The Firrt Committee is meeting in a promioing atmosphere. tart year we saw

the beginningb of an agreement in principle between the Soviet Union and the United

States on the reduction of intermediaterange missiles. Thal agreement has now
become a redlity which is being implemented at a quickening pace. We trust that
this atmosphere \ill make possible rapid agreement on a 50 per cent reduction in
strategic nuclear missiles, whioh would be the logical oontinuation of the steps
already taken bilaterally by the Soviet Union and the United States, W%e trurt too
that the multilatrral disarmament process Will soon emerge from thr present state

of atfairs., 1It is unimaginable that today, almost 10 years atter the first special
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session Of the General Aerembly devoted to disarmament, the role multilateral
negotiating forum in this area, the Conferenue on pisarmament, in still unable to
initiate urgent negotiations ON its nuclear~disarmament agenda itema,

The international atmorphere of détente that we are now breathing is
particularly appreoiated by developing peopler. We believe that atmosphere
signifies peace not only in terms of military threats to security. For us, the
road to development can only be followed when peace is guaranteed, But we must
also remember that we cannot talk about genuine human univerral peaoe if it does
not go hand-in-hand with the development of peoples.

Our peoples, for example, cannot underatand the lack of implementation of tho
Programme of motion adopted at the International Conferenoe on the Relationship
Between Diaarmament and Development. The General Assembly murt deal with this
question with greater urgency,

In the view of my delegation and many other delegations, the resources
released through the adoption of diearmament mearures should be ured to promote
development, especially for the developing countr ies, We suppurt the ertablirhment
of a diearmament fund for development to fight poverty, hunger, disease,
malnutrition and all the 1118 that accompany underdevelopment.

It iS not only eafety from nuclear holocaust that underlies the developing
countries' interest in peace, There are many other valid reasons why we see peace
as an opportunity.

With the preaent international economic order = an unjust order that har been
imposed upon us - underdevelopment growr worse every dsy., It is inadmisaihle that
the world should continue spending more than 81 trillion a year on weapons that can
serve only to destroy it, while thr economic problems of our countries continue to

grow wor se,
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Let us take the example of external debt and its grave consequences. It has
been proven that this debt cannot be paid. Why, then, are we called upon to
increase the poverty and pain of our peoples to meet that debt, when it would be
more just and moral for financing to come from that trillion dollars being

squandered on weapons? Those are the facts on which we must reflect and take

action.
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Another item acknowledged to have priority is nuclear disarmament. It has
often been said that nuclear weapons are not weapons of war; they are means of mass
extermination, the use of which would mean the disappear ance of life on Earth and
the destruction of all the achievements of human civilization. When the Charter of
the United Nations was signed the atomic bomb had not yet been tested; it was
tested and used a few weeks later. But it provoked such a reaction that the first
resolution adopted by the Organization, General Assembly resolution 1 (I) of
24 January 1946, was to establish an Atomic Energy Commi ssion to consider concrete
means to eliminate atomic weapons from national arsenals.

Subsequent developments are well known to all, and there is no point in
repeating them. | recall only that the development of nuclear weapons, the
introduction of new nuclear-weapon technologies, the spread of such weapons over
the seas and oceans and their growing accumulation have presented a continuing
threat to the security of all States. That is why the General Assembly at its
special session devoted to disarmament in 1978 declared that removing the threat of
nuclear war was the most acute and urgent task of t he day.

It is in recognition of that stark reality that we express the firm hope that
the Conference on Disarmament will urgently begin negotiations on practi cal
measures to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear war and on elaborating a treaty
banning nuclear-weapon tests in all environments, and that it will begin
negotiations on an end to the nuclear-arms race. There are logical reasons for the
doubts about the political will for dialogue and negotiation, when the Conference
on Disarmanent is prevented from carrying out the task that we ourselves have
entrusted to it and when it has not been possible to obtain a unani nous conm t nent
not to be the first to use nuclear weapons.

A complete ban on nuclear tests is an absolute priority, because such a ban
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would rlow down thr nuclear-arms race and considerably diminish the risk Of nuclear
war, In this regard, | wish t0O emphasize Our opinion that thr presumed lack of
adequate meanr Of verification iS not a valid reasen for continuing to develop and
refine deadly Nuolrar weapons. As eminent persons in al spheres have recognized,
the present meanr of verificution are suffiocient to guarantee thr full
implementation of a treaty completely banning all nuclear-weapon testa, No further
delay should be ooun tenanced .

Anothrr item of acknowledged priority relates to the prevention of the arms
race iN outer spane. we reiterate our position that outrr space, the common
heritage of mankind, should be urrd exclusively for peaceful purposes, It is
intolerable to reek to extend the arms race into outer space, Whioh would convert
outer space into a NEwW arena for oonfrontation and inoreased threats to peace,

Plane to militarize space involve squandering resources needed for peaoeful
production and increase the threstr to international peace and mecurity. They are
also a violation of importrnt legal inrtrumentr, euoh as the anti-ballistic-missila
Treaty, article v of whioh expressly prohibit& the development, testing Or
deployment Of ABM systems or components whioh are sea-based, air-baaed, space~based
or mobile land-bared,

The incresse in the number of nava weapons, their continuing refinement and
their .se to threaten ex commit aggression against doveloping countries are matter8
of concern t0 ay delegation, The threat represented by naval forces necessitates
in-depth consideration of the subject by the United Nations. Urgent negotiations
are needed to aheok the naval arms race, particular ly in regard tO nuele.* weapons,
together with praotical measurer to limit their numbers, in view of the growing

threat they present to the maintenance of peace throughout the world,

Another priority tank for us relater to the brnning of chemical weapons. We
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welcome the great strides made by the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva, and Wwe
trust that we ehall soon have a convention banning chemical weapons. Meanwhile, it
is important that all states refrain from taking any aotion that might complicate
the nrgotiationa, including the production of a new generation of chemical weapons,

Another 4 tom of importance in our work is conventional disarmament. The

relinement Of conventional arms has added a new dimension to the arms race,
par ticular 1y be tween Sta tea possess ing the larger £ nuolear and aonven tional
arsenals,

Conventional disarmament murt be seen in the context of progresstowards

general and complete disarmament , bearing in mind the dirarmament priori ties
seans2r e rtablilrhed, TheStates that possess nuclear weapons and the member s of

military alliances bear a particular reeponaibility in this regard.

We ocannot close our eyes to therealities, The small oountr ies, wvhich do not
have huge aircraft carriers, large fleets Or strategic bombers, and whioh have to
suffer the harmful oconsequences Of co-called low-intensity conflict8 used by the
imper talists t0 achieve their political goals in every region of the world, have
only modest conventional means for their defence.

Thosecoun tr ies cannot beexpected to assume a poature of meek acceptance,,
while interference and intervention in their internal affairs continuer, while they
are still victims of threatening and intimidating military manoceuvres, while
military bases are imposed against the will of their peoples and goverrments, and
while acts of hostility and aggression, direct and indirect, are committed against
them. In discussions about conventional disarmament there murt prevail above all

the concept Of the inviolability of our scvereignty and the right of peoples to

self-de fence,
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Regional convanticnal disarmament murt necesearily be oonaeived in texms of
the specific teatures of each region, whore thr situation permits, and with the
participation of all States concerned, 80 as to guar antee the security end
independence of S8ta tes and boar inginmind theright toself-defence and the r ight
of peoples undrr colonial and foreign domination t0 self=determination and
independence. In :hat oontext = for it is here that the situation is most
dangerous - the process should begin in regionr with a high concentration Of
nuclear and oOonvontional weapons.

It is alro important to boat inmind the adverse oonrrquenoer to peace and
international security of the transfers of arms and weapons teohnology to cacist
régimes. Such transfer8 are the very faotor that enablethose régimes to aoquire
nualear capacity, whioh is of the greatert concern to the international community
and poses a oonrtant threat to their reighbours and to all the peoples of the
world. It is N0 mere aoaident that the first special session of the General
Assembly devoted tO disarmament signalled the dangers inherent in transferring
weapon6 to raoirt régimes.

A few months age the third special session Of the General Aoeembly devoted to
dirarmament was held, Of aourre we did not obtain the hoped-for results, but the
third special session devoted to dirarmament did serve to demonetrate the
importance Of multilatera disarmement forums. Many countr ies madeconcrete
proposals that were duly reflected in pertinent Aooumento and that we murt continue
to oonasider for the sake of etrengthrning international peace and security. At
that special session there were exprereions of a firm determination to halt the
arms cace, par tioularly tho nualerr-arms race, and to achieve disarmament,

| should not 1like to conclude My statement without reiterating to you,

Mr. Chairman, my delegation's support in your endeavours. The atsoaphere we enjoy
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today makes this a propbtiour occasion t0o move forward in our consideration of all
aspects of peace and disarmament, including itb non-military aapectu, which are
also a threat to the security of many of our countries.

Mr . BUJKA (Poland) ¢+ I feel bound by your appeal to abide by rule 110,
and | shall therefore proceed immedia trly to the subject of my sta tenent

For years the attention of the international community has been focused On
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. It has been widely conaiderod
that that la the area in which multilateral disarmament efforts are closest to
achieving a major success, At present the growing risk of the proliferation and
uae of chemical wrapona demonatratea all-too graphically the urgenoy with whioh a
univeraal aonvention on the total prohibition and elimination of those ainiater
weapoins should be completed,

When | look back at my own long-lasting personal involvement in the
negotiations on a chemical-weapons ban, | cannot but stress that, since 1982, when
| presided over the M Hoc Committee On agenda item 4 in Geneva for the £ \r at time,
negotiations have developed consider ubly . Much has been achieved, and today we are
in a position to say that all the articlee of the draft convention havs been dealt
with, although they remain at different stage8 in the negotiating procesa.

In addition, in reviewing thie year's results of the work Of the Conference on
Diearmament on the prohibition of chemical weapons we have to express our
satisfaction at further progress, not extensive but nonetheless significant, in
some specific areas, This has been possible thanks to the dedicated and
painstaking efforts of many delegationa, ana 1 should like to avail myself of this
opportunity to express my deep thanks to the cha irmen Of the working groups of the
Ad Hoc committee, the repreeentativea of Czechoslovakia, Japan and Mexico, as well
as to the i tern co-ordinators, the representatives «f the Federal Republic of

Germany and Sweden.
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However, in light of the inoreaaingly urgent need to complete the convention
resulting from the recurrent use of ohamioa weapons, one ocan hardly aaaeaa the
progress achieved as being fully @  atiafactory, In addi tion, according t 0 some the
Conference On Disarmament was unable at ice 1988 session to maintain its momentum

and, consequently, t he pace of progress towardr a chrmioal-weapons ban was even

8 lowed down.

No matter how deep the divergence of OpINION may be, it seems clear that the
Conference ON Disarmament should have achieved more, As Chairman of the Hoo
Committee for the current aeagion, | cannot but regret that development, whioh is
obviourly not in keeping with the oontinuoua appeals of the Orneral Aeaembly that
are expressive of the will of broad international publio opinion to accelerate
progress towards the conclusion of the convention, a will that was recently
properly reflected in the adoption by aonaenaur of General Assembly resolution
42/37 A, whioh

"Urges again the Confrrenoe on Disarmament, as & matter of high priority,
to intensify, during its 1988 session, the negotiationa on such a convention".
| believe the ourrent aeaaion of the General Aaarmbly will properly evaluate the
aituation and recommend appropriate ration.

Poland attaches special aitention to the ongoing work on a ban on chemical
weapons. For that reason we appreciate the statements on the possibility - and,
indeed, the neceaaity = of making e breakthrough in next yeat's negotiations on
that issue, We take an active part in that process, trying insofar as poaaible to
contribute tc its successful oompletion. We have informed the Conference on
Diaarmamont that Poland neither produces nor poaaraaea nor intends to poraeaa
chemica 1 weapons. We have alse submitted relevant data oOn produotion by Polish

industry of ochemicals under the purview of article VI of the convention. In
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addition, we would alro like to make clear that Pol and is willing to undertake the
steps necessary tO be among tho initial signatory States Of the convention on a
chemiCa l-weaponsban.

It is our firm belief that openness and mutual confidence are of major
importance in the future work on the chemical-weapons oonvrntion. It seems clear
and rather indisputable that the pace Of progress ocould be fas+er and eaaier if the
Conference ON Disarmament possessed broader comprehensive information On the

pr esent chemica |-wraponr stock s, facilities and capabilities of the participants in

the future convention.
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Provi di ng this intormation would be in full eonformity with both the letter
mdthe spirit ofthe consensus resolution I have just quoted. It would also be
fully compatible with the generally reiterated opinion that ® |@boration of the
oonvrntion must be concluded without unnecessaty delay. Finally, the general
® xahango of information and increased mitual confidencewculd constitute ,
important ficet step towrrdr ensuring the universality of the future oonvrntion.

The bilateral consultations between the Soviet Union and the United States
wore of groat significance to the results of the Ad Hoc Committee's work in 1988,
After having been discussed in the Committee, some of ths bilateral
under standings - ® spsoially the deginition of thr term "chemical-weapons
facility® - wore incorporated into the rol | i ng text ofthedraft convention.
Poland fully ® upportr that bilateral effort,which not only constitutes a valuable
contribution to tho elaboration of the oonvrntion but aso appears to be the best
illustration of the mutually beneficial relationship between bilateral and

multilatrrnl disarmament negotiations.

The work of the Ad Hoc Committee ham boon ® nriohrd by the Soviet Union's
initiative with regard ta ocarrying out trial inspections in chemical industries on
both a national and an international basis, The possibility of acquir ing practical
® xperirnoe of certain very important provisions of the draft convention could, in
our opinion, provide a vauable Opportunity to speed up further work On relevant
issues, A number of Stateshavevolun tarily under taken this new and i nport ant
oontr ibution towards working out the most off icient ver ification régime.

Poland {s among those coun tr ire that conaider that ths elabora tion of the
convention should be possible in the relatively near future, provided that therm is
enough good will on all sides. Some of the outstandingissues are sensitive and

difficult to resolve. Themain difficulties seem to be rooted, not inprinciples,
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but cather in the different ®  pprosohos to reaching compromise solutions. That is
why we believe that the time iSripsto ® o0sk mutually ® oaoptable under standings on
the issues ou ta tanding.

It is our sincere hope that thr General Assembly, in a single, consensus
resolution, will further Urge the Conference On Disarmament to complete the
convention as soon as possible, tkus providing the Conference with the political
impetus necessary to finaise the negotiations On a chemical-weapons ban. MY
delegation is working har d and is willing to work har d with our Canadian colleagues
and all other interested delegations towards SuUCh a consensus resolution.

My oountry unquivooally and vigourously condemns any use of chemical
weapons, Pending the entry into force of a comprehensive ban, we strongly support
any effort to strengthen the commitment to the existing international norms against
the use of chemical weapons, namely, thr Geneva Protocol of 1928.

Poland vwelcomes Prrsidsnt Reagan's proposal for an international conference of
the parties to the Protoeol and of Ot her Sta tes concerned, for the purpose of
reversing the erosion of respect for that instrument. We also appreciate the
timely initiative of President Mittsrrand as well as thr Frrnoh Government's
invitation t 0 hol d such a conference in Paris in January 1989.

My delegation sharesthe Vi ew - al ready widely ® dvaoatad = that the conference
would stand a good chance of achieving at least two goals. First, a renevwed
international commitment to one of the oldest and still onr of the most important
multilateral arms-oontrol agreements would be expressed i N the present political
context. Secondly, the reaffirmation of commitment to the Protocol shoul d give
additional impetusto the negoti ati on@w thin the ConferenceON Disarmament ON a
comprehens ive Ohemioal-weapons ban and should facili tate univrrral adherence to
that future convention, Asthe representative of France, Ambassador Pierre Morel,

has put it,




JB/12 A/C.1/43/PV, 17
58-60

(Mr. Su jka, Poland)

"These two political steps oan ard should complement ra ther than do tract from

® aoh othrr.® (A, 1/43/PV.9,p.22

Whether we |ikr 1t or not, there is only one +ss® e ffootively to prevent the
use or ® hrsat of use of chemical wespons: their total elimination. A vary serious
oppor tunity for thr world to enter the next century without these weapons still
exists and it must not be missed.

International srourity oannot be built under the conditions of a nuoloar-arms
race. [N the interest of all nations, nuolrar and non=nuclear, this race should be
stopped and nuclear ® rmonalSreduced. The entry into force Of the Treaty between
the two major nuolrar-weapon States, the Treaty on thr Elimination of Their
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles, has become one of the most
encouraging events in the nuolrar era. The history of the INF Treaty negotiations
and of its ratitication has aso shown that, given the political will, al
obstacles 0an be overcome, that the rrduction of nuolear weapons IS possible and
that it serves the interests of national and international security.

But much more rema ins to be done-and no timemus tbe Lost. Poland hopes in
partlaular for the oar |y conelusion of an agreement ON a S0-per-cent reduction of
the strategic offensive arms of the USSR and the United States of America, combined
with an agreement on strict compliance with the 1972 Treaty on the Limitation of
Anti-Ballistic Missile Ssystems in its 1972 form and on no-withdrawal from it within
the time agrrrd. It should become the next step and a significant one in the
implementation of the step-by-step programme for the achievement of nuclear
disarmament.

We urge the USSR and the United States of Amer ica to con tinue on the path
marked by their INF Treaty. We also urge other nuclear-weapon States to consider
ways to support and contribute to the process of cessation of the nuclear-arms race

and nuclear disar mament.,
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A comprehensive multilateral test-ban treaty prohibiting all nuoloar tests, by
all states, in al environmenta, and for all time, has become a pressing nerd, It
is urgently rquirrd in ordrr to stop the qualitative evolution of nuclear-weapon
systems, {0 halt the nuclear arms race, and t O strengthen the non-proliferation
cégime. It i s par tioularly regrettable that, despi te the calls of numerous
Governments, public Opinion, and the scientific community, NO rra progress has
been made in this £1e1d duri ng the last 25 years. A comprehensive test ban, as
well as bring Long overdue, has ceased t0 be SMply an arms-oontrol issue and
become alsO a mor d issue.

We welcome the recent successful jOINt verification experiment by the Soviet
Union and the umaited States and look forward to speedy ratification of the two
bilateral treaties limiting underground nuoloar explosions, we urge the two great
Powers to make an early start On earnest negotiations On limitation in other
aspects of nuclear testing, such as number, yield and ths typos of explos.ons.

Stop-by-stop negotiations between the two major nuoclear-weapon Sts tes should

not be an obstacle to paralld work in other forums. In particular, practical work
on a comprehensive test ban should be started within the Conference on Disarmament,
which must play its role in this field. Poland believes that during the
forthcoming session of the Conference an Ad Hoo committrr devoted to the question
of a comprehensive test ban will be established and that it will undertake serious
and urgent negotiations on the problem that has been at the top of the agenda ot
this multilateral disarmament negotiating bedy for more than 20 years,

Specia attention should be given also to the six-nation initiative to convert
the 1963 Moscow Treaty int0O a treaty banning al nuclear tests, we cal upon the
depositary Governments and upon all the parties to the Treaty to give serious

consideration to this initiative and to undertake appropriate action, taking into
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account further developments in #is field and, in particular, developments at the
Geneva Conference on Disarmament.

The changing political climate, recent Soviet-American efforts related to
nuclear testing, including their successful joint verification experiment, growing
international pressure - these are positive factors which, my delegation believes,
should give new momentum to the international debate on the important problem of
bilateral and multilateral disarmament.

Six years ago an. item on the prevention of an arms race in outer space was
included in the agenda of the Geneva Conference on Disarmament. Since then the
General Assembly has repeatedly urged that body to embark upon negotiations for an
appropriate draft agreement or agreements.

It must be regretted that the Conference has not yet achieved any concrete
results in this field. It must be noted, however, that its discussion of this
problem produced a number of valuable ideas and proposals, thus creating a good
basis for concrete and goal-oriented negotiations. The Conference now has a much
clearer picture of different aspects of the question of preventing an arms race in
outer space and a much better understanding of different ways and means of
attaining that goal. Foland shares the growing feeling that, after seven years of
general discussion, the Conference should re-orient its work on this item, embark
upon a genuine search for acceptable solutions, and under take negotiations leading
to such solutions.

In considering outer-space problems we should take into account existing
concrete prohibitions, as well as the established general principles governing the
activities of States in outer space. Those prohibitions and principles not only
imply abstention f£rom specific behaviour but also require positive action, In
particular, any outer-space activity of a State should take into account the common

interest of all mankind in the use of outer space for peaceful purposes only;
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secondly, such activity should be for the benefit and in the interests Of all
countries; thirdly, it should be in the interests of international peace and
security and should promote international co-operation and understanding.

This is why my Government notes, as an encouraging feature of the present
debate on outer-space problems, the fact that more and more often bold ideas and

Proposals on international co-operation in outer space are put forward and

discussed. They correspond with the existing legal obligations, and they best
reflect real needs. A world space organization, an international verification
agency and an international space inspectorate are good examples of existing
possibilities for international co-operation, not only for the economic and
scientific development of nations but also in the vital interests of international
security.

The recent Soviet proposal to establish, on the basis of the Krasnoyarsk radar
station, a centre for international co-operation in the peaceful uses of outer
space is the best proof of hw international co-operation can be a good way to
solve political controversies. we note this initiative with appreciation, and we
hope that such a courageous step will be followed by other space Pwers.

Outer space still can, and should, become an area for exemplary international
co-operation. In that way it would, and should, best serve human ambitions at the
end of the 20th century, the interests of economic and cultural advancement, and
the interests of peace. My Government continues to believe that there is still a
unique opportunity to prevent military canpetition in this new sphere of human

activity and that that opportunity will not be Lost.
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Thy CHAIRMAN: At its mMooting tomorrow morning, the First Committee will

obrorvo World Disarmament Week. |N accordance with tradition, the

Secretiry-General vill be present.

I remind members that thr deadline for thr submission of draft resolutions On

disarmament agenda items is next Monday, 31 October, at 6 P.m.

The_moating rose at 12.40 p.m.,




